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time a few weeks ago that a better way
to give honor to our allies in the Pa-
cific, a better way to celebrate this
100th anniversary of our close partner,
would be to remedy an injustice that
was perpetrated on the brave veterans
of the Philippine armed forces who
fought side by side with the American
Army in the liberation of the Pacific in
World War II.

The Philippine soldiers were drafted
into World War II by our President
Franklin Roosevelt. They fought side
by side and helped to win the battle of
the Pacific; and yet, after the war, all
the benefits of being a veteran were
taken away by the Congress of 1946.

There is legislation in this House
that is cosponsored by almost 200 of us,
legislation introduced by the distin-
guished Chairman of the House Com-
mittee on International Relations, the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GIL-
MAN) and myself, H.R. 836, called the
Philippines Veterans Equity Act.
Thanks to the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), we
will be having a hearing on this legisla-
tion next week on July 22nd, a hearing
on H.R. 836, the Filipino Veterans Eq-
uity Act. That hearing promises to
give the American people a living his-
tory lesson of past bravery and cour-
age, much of it long forgotten by our
current generation.

The American people will hear from
brave participants in the battles of Ba-
taan and Corregidor. They will hear
from survivors of the famous Bataan
Death March in which thousands of
Filipinos and Americans died. They
will hear from guerilla fighters who,
for 4 years in the Philippines, both held
up the advance and the consolidation
of power by the invaders and helped
prepare the way for the return to the
Philippines by General Douglas Mac-
Arthur. The story after that is well
known, with MacArthur retaking the
Philippines and using that as a base to
regain the Pacific.

What will be clear from this testi-
mony next week at the House Commit-
tee on Veterans Affairs will be the
bravery, the courage, the honor, the
dignity and the loyalty of these veter-
ans of World War II, and what will also
be clear is the injustice that was per-
petrated more than 50 years ago and
the dishonor that was brought really to
us as Americans by allowing this ac-
tion. We took away the rights that
they had earned as veterans of the
American Armed Forces. To this day,
they are still wanting a return of this
honor and dignity. Of more than al-
most a quarter of a million who were
alive during World War II, less than
75,000 are alive today.

I plead with this Congress and with
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to
restore the honor and dignity to these
brave veterans in the last years of
their lives. Let us pass H.R. 836, the
Filipino Veterans Equity Act. Let us
restore the honor and dignity of these
brave fighters of World War II. Let us
grant equity to them now.

We have apologized as a Nation for
the internment of the Japanese in
World War II. We have apologized to
those soldiers at Tuskegee who were
involuntarily subject to medical ex-
periments which led to their death. It
is time as a Nation that we apologize
to the brave veterans of World War II
who are from the Philippines. Let us
pass H.R. 836. Let us give these soldiers
their honor and dignity.
f

RUSSIAN MATTERS RELEVANT TO
THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) is recog-
nized during morning hour debates for
5 minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, last evening I gave a
keynote speech at the John F. Kennedy
School of Harvard University to a
group of 25 Duma members from Rus-
sia, parliamentarians who were here
for 2 weeks of orientation in the ways
of our operation of the American de-
mocracy, our Congress and our system
of government. It was an eye-opening
experience, and I wish them well as
they spend the next 2 weeks learning
more about America and our democ-
racy.

Working in Russian issues as I do, I
have two other facts I would like to
bring to the attention of my col-
leagues. One is a very positive develop-
ment in Russia, and we have all
watched with a great degree of concern
as this emerging democracy over the
past several years has evolved in giving
people additional rights and freedoms.

One of my good friends, Aleksei
Yablokov, who has testified twice be-
fore Members of this Congress and our
subcommittees on issues involving the
environment, nuclear contamination
and small nuclear bombs, unfortu-
nately had an incident where one of the
Russian publications, Nezavisimaya
Gazeta, wrote an article about Mr.
Yablokov calling him a traitor because
he came before the U.S. Congress and
told in a very open setting about his
concerns that Russia had, in fact, built
small nuclear suitcase bombs, that
these bombs might not be accounted
for.

Mr. Yablokov sued this publication
and just recently, in fact last week, the
Moscow Municipal Court ruled in favor
of Aleksei Yablokov, ordered the news-
paper, the Gazeta, to print a public re-
traction by the 9th of September, 1998,
and to pay Yablokov 30,000 rubles be-
cause of this libel case. It is a credit to
the Russian system that an individual
with the integrity of Aleksei Yablokov
can sue and successfully win compensa-
tion for wrongs committed by the Rus-
sian media, and for that I applaud Rus-
sia.

The second issue concerns me,
Madam Speaker, because during the re-
cent break one of my good friends, a
member of the State Duma from the

our home is Russia party, Lev Rokhlin
was assassinated. He was the Chairman
of the Duma Committee on National
Security. I had met with him on nu-
merous occasions, and while I in many
cases did not agree with his political
positions, I respected him. He was a re-
tired Russian general, someone who
was known for committing himself and
his political leadership to support for
the troops, for their quality of life.

b 1300
Lev was also one of the most out-

spoken critics of Boris Yeltsin. In fact,
last year he called publicly for Yeltsin
to be impeached. For these calls, Lev
was removed from his position as
chairman of the Duma Defense Com-
mittee. He was involved more recently
in investigating whether or not Rus-
sian oil companies took money for use
in the Caucasus, to be used to buy
weapons, instead of being used for the
people and for the Russian government.

There are suspicions that Lev
Rokhlin was assassinated because of
his outspoken comments. The official
line out of Moscow is that Lev was
killed by his wife, a wife who shot him
in a fit of anger. But Lev’s children
have publicly come out and said that is
not the case, that Lev was assas-
sinated, and that his wife had to say
what she did because she also was told
she would be assassinated.

In addition, Yuri Markin, a lawyer
that worked with Rokhlin, said that he
believed that there was an assassina-
tion attempt on his life the same night
Lev Rokhlin was killed. Mr. Markin
claims Lev was assassinated because he
in fact was revealing things that were
going on inside of Russia that were not
legal and that in fact involved orga-
nized crime.

I encourage, Madam Speaker, the
Russian government to fully inves-
tigate, as Boris Yeltsin has promised,
the unfortunate and untimely death of
Lev Rokhlin, so we can, as we have in
the case of the environmentalists win-
ning the money from the slanderous ar-
ticle by the Russian newspaper, so that
we can have peace of mind that Lev
Rokhlin was not killed by some orga-
nized criminal element in Russia be-
cause of what he was saying and be-
cause of the job that he was performing
as a member of the State Duma.

The Russian people understand this
issue. In fact, at Lev’s funeral last
week over 10,000 Russian citizens came
out in force. Most of them have a sus-
picion that Lev was in fact assas-
sinated by forces other than his wife.

I would ask our administration to
lend its support to my call for the Rus-
sian government to have a full ac-
counting as to the circumstances and
facts surrounding the death of Duma
Deputy Lev Rokhlin.
f

THE TRANSPORTATION NEEDS OF
THE RESIDENTS OF THE 46TH
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.

JOHNSON of Connecticut). Under the
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Speaker’s announced policy of January
21, 1997, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia (Ms. SANCHEZ) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 3 minutes.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Madam Speaker, dur-
ing the Fourth of July district work
period, it was my distinct honor to join
officials in Orange County, California,
to highlight the transportation needs
of the 46th Congressional District.

I joined the chairman of the Orange
County Transportation Authority,
Sara Catz, a longtime friend, and the
regional administrator for the Federal
Transit Administration, Mr. Leslie
Rogers, to present a $5 million check in
Federal transportation funding to un-
dertake a feasibility study for the con-
struction of an urban light rail system.

I believe that the final release of the
Federal funding is an excellent exam-
ple of the partnership between the Fed-
eral Government and regional trans-
portation agencies in an effort to meet
the transportation needs of local resi-
dents. I am pleased to work with the
administration to make the funding
available to begin the feasibility study
of the transitway project.

The funding represents a significant
step in relieving the crushing transpor-
tation demands of the residents of Or-
ange County.

For example, the projected future
economic growth will result in an esti-
mated 43 percent increase in county
traffic by the year 2020. In fact, if we
take a look at the work that is being
done today in the city of Anaheim, $5
billion worth of new construction, pri-
vate construction, where we are build-
ing a second Disneyland theme park,
Members will note that we have a lot
of construction going on today.

While the residents of Orange County
many years ago passed a proposition
which would allow us to fund many of
the transportation improvements we
have been working on, the fact of the
matter is that the economic good times
that are occurring there with respect
to construction and jobs require an
even more fundamental solution.

For example, the interstate through-
way through Orange County now has a
place where it is 26 lanes wide in just
one spot, so transit makes good sense if
it can be affordable and if it can be ap-
plied correctly.

In fact, if we do not do something
and we continue just to build freeways,
it will add about another 20 minutes to
commute time in Orange County,
where some people already have com-
mute times of 2 hours just one way to
get to work in the morning.

The potential for the light rail sys-
tem in our county is exciting.
Transitway projects such as this rep-
resent a sound investment in infra-
structure that enable our economy to
thrive and to provide our communities
with a safe and reliable transportation
system. It becomes even more impor-
tant as part of our population contin-
ues to age and as, for example, in the
city of Santa Ana, which I represent,
we have the youngest population
across the United States.

Ultimately, by improving our trans-
portation system, we stimulate eco-
nomic growth, we create local jobs, and
ultimately we improve the quality of
life for our cities and our neighbor-
hoods.
f

NORTON FILES BILL FOR FULL
CONGRESSIONAL REPRESENTA-
TION FOR THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, today
I introduced the District of Columbia
Voting Rights Act of 1998, my first bill
following the July 4 recess. District
citizens commemorated July 4 of this
year by presenting a petition to Con-
gress for redress of grievances granting
the citizens of the District of Columbia
representation in Congress.

July 4 was the date the Founders of
the Nation and the Framers of the Con-
stitution declared their right to full
voting representation before submit-
ting to any government. The residents
of the District take them at their word
and insist upon the same.

Because the petition is not self-exe-
cuting but requires the introduction of
a bill, I have an obligation to respond
to the petition by introducing a bill to
carry out its request to the Congress to
grant the District full voting represen-
tation. I expect the same bill to be in-
troduced in the Senate.

District citizens, with great patience,
have pursued all the remedies available
to them, the Voting Rights Act of 1978
and the New Columbia Admission Act
of 1993. Following the example set at
the founding of the Nation on July 4 of
1776, it has become impossible for the
District to let the matter rest any
longer. A combination of authoritative
sources now make clear that Congress
cannot continue constitutionally to
deny District residents representation
in the national legislature, but must
and can take all steps necessary to af-
ford them full representation.

The Congress has continually cited
Article I, Section 8, Clause 17, for the
proposition that it has plenary power
to do whatever is constitutionally and
legally necessary to or for the District.
Using this power, the Congress has re-
quired District residents to meet the
responsibilities of States and to accept
the obligations of States, but has de-
nied District citizens the rights that
citizens of the States take for granted.
Under the Constitution as interpreted
by the courts today, it has become im-
possible to argue that the Constitution
gives the Congress power at once to im-
pose obligations and to deny rights.

Fortunately, the Framers of the Con-
stitution have not left District citizens
without a remedy, should Congress fail
to act. That is what the courts are
there for, and that is what the Con-
stitution is there for.

Therefore, today I am introducing
into the RECORD the Petition for Re-
dress of Grievances, which lays out the
broad outlines of the constitutional
framework that requires that District
citizens be treated like the full Amer-
ican citizens they are.

The courts have already decided that
all Americans are entitled to equal rep-
resentation in the national legislature.
The Supreme Court has interpreted the
due process clause, the equal protec-
tion clause, the privileges and immuni-
ties clause, and the guarantee of a re-
publican form of government, to mean
that no American citizen may be ex-
cluded from an equal vote in the Con-
gress.

The right to be represented in the na-
tional legislature is a function of na-
tional citizenship. District residents
cannot be held to be the only citizens
excluded from the one man-one vote
equal representation of Reynolds ver-
sus Sims.

The citizens of the District of Colum-
bia are as much entitled to the right to
full representation as citizens who
leave our shores, perhaps for a lifetime,
but still claim the right to representa-
tion in the House and Senate, under
the Overseas Citizens Voting Rights
Act of 1975 passed by the Congress.

Thomas Jefferson spoke for the peo-
ple whom I represent when, in the Dec-
laration of Independence, he wrote
about ‘‘. . . a long line of abuses and
usurpations’’ resulting from govern-
ment without representation of the
governed, and concluded that there was
‘‘a duty to throw off such government
and to provide new guards.’’

Like the colonists, District citizens
pay taxes as required by a body in
which they have no representation. Un-
like the colonists, District citizens
have recourse to a peaceful path for the
redress of grievances, the Congress of
the United States, and failing that, Ar-
ticle 3 courts established by the Fram-
ers themselves.

Therefore, I call upon my colleagues
in the House and Senate to use Article
I, Section 8, Clause 17, and the other
relevant constitutional provisions and
cases forthwith to grant, in the words
of the bill I introduced today, ‘‘. . . the
community of American citizens who
are residents of the District constitut-
ing the seat of government of the
United States . . . full voting represen-
tation in the Congress’’ before the
105th Congress adjourns sine die.

Madam Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the text of the Petition for the
Redress of Grievances.

The material referred to is as follows:

PETITION FOR REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES

We the people of the District of Columbia
exercise our First Amendment right this
July 4th ‘‘to petition the Government for a
redress of grievances.’’ 1 We file our Petition
to ask the Congress and the President to re-
dress the most fundamental of grievances:
our lack of voting representation in the
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